With a concern for social relations of power and authority and referring to the role of discourse in constructing and legitimating worldviews, perceptions, and practices, this study investigates particular instances of medical discourse in two distinct types of print medical media. Two sets of articles shape the overall bulk of data investigated in this research. The first set comprises 20 articles selected from Salamat medical journal which is a weekly publication aimed at the general non-expert public. The second body of data is shaped by 20 other articles appearing in Pezeshky-e Emrooz, a weekly publication specifically addressing medical practitioners. van Leeuwen's (2008) conception of 'the discursive construction of legitimation' was adopted as the general guiding framework. His particular category of Expert authority -as the type of legitimation that is based on expertise which may be explicitly stated or may be taken for granted if the expert is recognized in a particular context -was used to code the data in search of themes that represent this kind of authority within the two categories of discourse. On this basis, varying degrees of legitimation appears to be practiced within the discourse of medical professionals in these two distinct discursive arenas.
argues that discourses legitimate social practices besides representing them. He presents a broad model of four major and several minor categories of legitimation. The legitimation of the discursive practices in these two print media context appears to be a central aspect of the understanding of these discourses by their respective intended audience.
Of particular relevance to this study is van Leeuwen's proposed legitimation category of Authorization that refers to "legitimation by reference to the authority of tradition, custom, law, and/or persons in whom institutional authority of some kind is vested" (p. 105).
Authorization is subcategorized into six types of authority: Personal, Expert, Role Model, Impersonal, Tradition, and Conformity. The particular category of Expert authority seems to be the most directly relevant category in the present study. van Leeuwen's general conception of discursive construction and legitimation of Expert authority refers to the type of legitimation that is based on expertise which may be explicitly stated or may be taken for granted if the expert is recognized in a particular context (van Leeuwen, 2008) . This general conception was used to code the data in search of themes that represent this kind of authority within the two categories of discourse.
Findings and Discussion

'Salamat'
The articles in Salamt included six categories of discursive practicing of authority. Each one of these categories shaped one aspect of the discursive construction and legitimation of 'expert authority' as a central category in van Leeuwen's (2008) framework discussed above.
The following is a detailed description and illustration of the six categories of discursive construction of authority in Salamat, as a medical journal addressing the general public audience.
Titles
The first category is shaped by titles such as specialist, faculty member, surgeon, professor, etc. Even the very simple word doctor appearing as the title of almost all authors of articles in this journal, seems to carry some load of shaping discursive authority. The following are examples of this category, with a frequency of 14, in the data under investigation: 
Imperatives
The most frequent category of discursive exercise of authorities in these articles is the category of using imperative structures. These forms mostly happen in the form of expert advice and, therefore, show an obvious case of expert authority. 
